WORK  IN  THE   IMPERIAL COUNCIL                     197
Viceroy's Council had been Demosthenes, Socrates and Julius
Caesar rolled into one, his admirers could scarcely have said
more about him.
The address which was adopted reflected the tone of the speeches.
It did adequate justice to Pherozeshah's services to the country, par-
ticularly his record of work in the Supreme Legislative Council. It
spoke of his powerful indictment of the Police and other Bills, his
lucid expositions of constitutional questions, and his masterly utter-
ances on the Budget, which would have done credit to any skilled
debater in the House of Commons or any other enlightened as-
sembly in a self-governing country. He had set a shining example to
his fellow-men, and shed lustre on the whole country. Well might
the recipient of these tributes have felt that his services and sacrifices
had not been in vain, that they had in fact earned a rich reward in
the gratitude and affection of his countrymen in ail parts of the land.
The Bombay Gazette, in the course of its observations on the demon-
strations, after remarking that it indicated one of the innumerable
points of difference between English and Indian feeling that it
should in this country be held appropriate to present such testi-
monials of esteem in the middle instead of at the close of a public
life, went on to say, with reference to the term self-sacrifice so
constantly used in relation to Pherozeshah:
Now, without for a moment affirming that, should occasion
arise, Mr. Mehta would be found deficient in this virtue, we may
remark that under the happy dispensations of Providence there is
not usually any sharp conflict between the persocial interests erf a
public man and the concerns of a state which he has at heart.
Ordinarily his own advancement may proceed harmooiouslj with
that of the great causes which he advocates. Of course, it is not
always so. We may cite for instance the case of Lord Selbome or
of Sir Henry James, in which the conflict did arise, and in whkh
the immense sacrifices of personal interests had to be made. Bet
happily, no such event has occurred in the case of Mr. Mehta. We
know of no public act of his which has been prejudicial to his
own personal advancement. This implies no reproach. Hie same